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David,

I spoke with Paul and he is pleased for me to send
complaint, which is attached.

I think we have a common interest with the City of
claims, particularly those that relate to the City
to decide matters that afZect the budget.

As you know, the City Council passed the current
initiative would repeal and regplace.
approved by the voters, our view (although it is
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you a copy of our

Austin on many of ocur
Council's sole authority

which this

decision) is that the City's primary interest would be in defending the

current ordirance, which remains in effect and which we are not

challenging. Indeed, I am not sure whether the City has any obligation at

all to defend an initiative that has merely been propcsed,

especially one

that would repeal and replace an existing city ordinance passed by the Council.

I also hope that the City of Austin will recognize
to obtain
as soon as rpossible so that uncertainty is removed

interest, including the puc

an informed decision.

Thanks very much and I look forward to staying in touch.

Sincerely,

Marc

Marc Levin, Esc.

Potts & Rellly, L.L.F.
Wwww,.pottsreilly.com
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Austin, TX 78701
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that it is in everycne's
a judicial determination
and the public can make



